THE WHITE HOUSE 
WASHINGTON 


July 27, 1964 . Di, 


be 


MEMORANDUM FOR MR, BUNDY 


I talked to Under Secretary McPherson, 
and he reminds me that the Army has a 
commitment to George Meany to consult 
with Labor groups in the Canal Zone be- 
fore a change is made in wage policy. 

e will get out to the press the fact that 
such consultation is taking place. But 

e prefers that we avoid any Presidential 
response to a question on the subject un- 
til next week. 


AW 


With respect to consultants to the 
- board, he believes that Army will have 
less difficulty with it, and State fore- 
sees greater success with Panama, if 
the consultants are picked before the 
news leaks out. 


I will give you a memorandum on 
Wednesday on the status of the situation 
so that you can prepare the President 
for a question should he get one. 


Aw \ ° 


Robert M. Sayre 


a 
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THE WHITE HOUSE 
WASHINGTON 


July 24, 1964 


MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT 


a Se Me ChE OTRAS RR dee ee 


SUBJECT: Canal Zone Policies 


I attach a memorandum from Steve Ailes 
which asks your approval for a couple of 
reforms in the Canal Zone. I think itis a 
good and sensible proposal, but it does run 
the risk of attracting criticism from Flood, 
and we do not want it to go through without : 


your comment. 
Inch &. 


; McG, B. 
Approved Va 


Disapproved 


Speak to me 


SSANSFERRED TO H\NOWAITING FUE. 


DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY 
WASHINGTON 25, D.C. 


23 July 1964 


IN REPLY REFER TO: 


MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT 


SUBJECT: Canal Zone Policies 


As your representative for the management of Canal Zone affairs, 
I propose to take two actions which may provoke some opposition in 
Congress, but which are in my opinion overdue. First, for new hires, 

I propose to reduce the tropical differential allowance paid to U. S. 
citizen employees in the Canal Zone from 25% to 15% and to freeze the 
differential paid to current employees at the current dollar level. Second, 
I propose to name two consultants to the Panama Canal Company Board of 
Directors, one a Panamanian and the other a U. S. citizen resident of 


Panama. 


Tropical Differential Allowance 


U. S. citizen employees of federal agencies in the Canal Zone 
(as distinguished from the Republic of Panama) receive a tropical 
differential allowance equal to 25% of their basic rates of pay. This 
has been in effect since 1912. Originally it was and through the years 
it has been justified as a recruitment incentive for the U. S. workers 
needed to operate the Canal. 


In the early days of the Canal, hardship conditions undoubtedly 
made such an incentive necessary. Today, however, living conditions in 
the Zone are in most respects similar to those ina U. S. community. No 
longer is there a practical justification for a substantial hardship allow- 
ance. The State Department gives its post in Panama City a "zero" hard- 
ship rating - that is, no hardship allowance is granted. 


The effect of continuing the differential has been to create a 
second and third generation of U. S. workers in the Zone, who quite 
naturally resist any move designed to increase Panamanian employment 

in better paying jobs. It is our policy to provide such opportunities for 
Panamanians. More importantly, the attrition rate among U. S. employees 
is the lowest in the Federal service. This has had a corresponding effect 
on the number of jobs available to Panamanians. The existence of the 25% 


bonus - which is, incidentally, the only one in the U. S. Government that 
is included in computing retirement pay - has served to entrench opposi- 
tion to U. S. policies among U. S. workers, who regard jobs in the Zone 
as matters of right. 


So long as we continue to operate a lock-type canal, we will 
probably need a substantial American complement in the Zone. Present 
employees will incur no pay reduction by this action. Iam confident 
that the prospective reduction of the tropical differential will not deprive 
us of the ability to hire the new U. S. workers we need. The imposition 
of Federal income tax on Zone employees in 1951, and increased com- 
missary and rental prices, has had no such effect. 


If action is not taken at this time, present employees will receive 
not only whatever pay raise Congress votes but an additional 25% increment 
on the raise. 


I propose to reduce the differential in this way: 


(1) New hires would receive a 15% allowance. This corre- 
sponds to the housing allowance normally paid U. S. Government employees 
overseas, such as those employed by the State Department in Panama City. 


(2) Present employees would continue to receive the same 
dollar differential, i.e., a differential equivalent to 25% of their present 
rates, but would not receive a differential on pay or grade increases in 

the future. If future pay raises or grade increases result in a situation 

in which the dollar differential is less than 15% of the employee's base pay, 
he will receive 15%. 


(3) Dependents, who today receive the differential, would, 
after two years, receive none and no new dependent hires would receive 
the differential. There is no justification for a dependent's allowance, 

since the differential incentive is not responsible for her presence in the 
Zone. 


This proposal is sound and necessary. There is no longer any 
reason to single out the Canal Zone workers for the exceptionally favored 
treatment they receive today. While I would expect opposition from 

Representative Flood and a few other Congressmen who are responsive 


to the Zone employees, and possibly from the AFL-CIO, speaking for 

its constituent unions in the Zone, the impending pay act should soften 
some of this opposition, and the fact that the existing differential is 
preserved should allay fears of the future on the part of present employees. 


It is important that the change be understood as purely a managerial 
and domestic policy matter, completely divorced from our negotiations 
with Panama. The Panamanian government has never actively opposed 
the differential in the past. 


The projected ultimate savings from this proposal are over 
$4 million annually. 


Consultants to the Board 


Ambassador Vaughn and Governor Fleming have urged the Panama 
Canal Company Board of Directors to designate a Panamanian consultant 
and to invite him to sit with the Board from time to time. The Board 
adopted such a proposal at its July 18 meeting. AU. S. businessman 
resident in Panama, and a prominent and well regarded Panamanian, 
perhaps an ex-President, would be designated as consultants to the Board 
of Directors. They would be invited to sit with us when security considera- 
tions permit. 


Because our meetings deal with business questions, we anticipate 
no foreign policy difficulties in taking this step. It follows ordinary 
business practice in securing the assistance of local businessmen when 
they can help a non-resident board cope with local problems. 


The consultants would not be members of the Board, so that no 
legal problems are raised. Thus any charge that we are turning over 
the management of the Company to Panamanians would be without founda- 
tion. Over a period of time, it should improve attitudes in Panama City 
toward the Panama Canal Company. 


We considered it desirable for you to be apprised of these two 
steps before action is taken. 


Stéphen Ailes 
Secretary of the Army 
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White House has approved revised text as follows: 
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vege This year heralds the Golden Anniversary of the 


NSC operation of the Panama Canal, a project of international 

ie utility serving the water borne commerce of the world and 
contributing to the welfare of many countries and peoples. 
This great man-made waterway, connecting two vast oceans, 
is witness to the heroic efforts of the peoples of Panama 
and of the United States, who worked together in friendship 
and common purpose to control nature for the benefit of all 
nations interested in world trade. 

In 1964, after a half century of service, both countries 
have reason to be proud of this famous interoceanic waterway 
which is a testimonial te the integrity, skill and courage 
of the citizens eof the United States and Panama whe have 
labored jointly in thie great enterprise. It stands today 
as tribute to the perseverence of its planners and builders 
and to the competence and dedication of those who have 


maintained and operated it so well. 
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THE WHITE HOUSE. Agee 


WASHINGTON ee unl 


June 24 


Mr. Bundy: 


The proposed Presidential 
Message to appear in the Booklet 
on the 50th Anniversary of the 
Panama Canal looks all right to me. 


I recommend that we inform 

State to that effect unless you 

believe the President ah review 
yre ZL 


it personally. fe 
(ls 


e 
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE 


WASHINGTON 


June 23, 136) 


MEMORANDUM FOR MR. McGEORGE BUNDY 
THE WHITE HOUSE 


Subject: Presidential Foreword to Panama 
Canal Booklet 


The Panama Canal Company, in celebration of 
the Fiftieth Anniversary of the Canal, is publishing 
a book on the Canal. The book contains a foreword 
by the President, the text of which already has been 
cleared. In reviewing the proofs of the book, 
Embassy Panama has concluded that the text does 
not contain sufficient acknowledgement of the con- 
tribution of Panama to the Canal. Because the 
production schedule precludes extensive revision 
of the text, the Embassy has suggested that the 
deficiency be remedied by a revision of the 
Presidential message in the foreword. The Governor 
of the Canal Zone has concurred in this recommenda- 
tion. 


There is attached, therefore, for appropriate 
clearance a revision of the Presidential message 
which will appear as a foreword in the Anniversary 
book. Clearance is needed no later than Friday, 
June 26, if the production schedule is to be met, 


Benjamin H. Read 
Executive Secretary 


Enclosure: 


Revision of Presidential 
Message. 


REVISION OF PRESIDENTIAL MESSAGE 


This year heralds the Golden Anniversary of 


the operation of the Panama Canal, a project of 


international utility serving the water borne 


commerce of the world and contributing to the welfare 


This great man-made 


of many countries and peoples. 


waterway, connecting two vast oceans, is witness to 


the heroic efforts of the peoples of Panama and of 


the United States, who worked together in friendship 


and common purpose to control nature for the benefit 


of all nations interested in world trade. 


In 1964, after a half century of service, both 


countries have reason to be proud of this famous inter- 


oceanic waterway which is a testimonial to the integrity, 


skill and courage of the citizens of the United States 


and Panama who have labored jointly in this great 


enterprise. It stands today as tribute to the 


perseverance of its planners and builders and to the 


competence and dedication of those who have maintained 


and operated it so well. 
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THE NATION’S ORIGINS 


Yor sixty years a deliberate effort has been mac: 
to misinterpret the rights of the people of Panama as a 
full-fledged, if small, nation. Such misrepresentation », 
first thought up in the United States of America, have 
been most uncritically repeated all over the world, even 
in Europe and in Latin America. On the other hand, 
there have been responsible investigations, to which 
reference will be made, which so far ineffectually have 
striven to stand by the facts, well-known to specialisis 
only. : 
Perhaps two thousand years, ago or even farther 
down through the ages, the Isthmus of Panama was 
the seat of a great and bewildering civilization. Such less 
ancient cultures as Mayan’s, Incaic’s and Quichua’s 
also flourished later, as shown by m:gunifieent stonc- 
statues, finely-wrought golden jewcls ond exquisite pot- 
tery vases. For many centurics, indecd, the Isthmus 
has been a meeting place of nations, as well as a center 
of land and sea communications. Cultural publications, 
- issued by the University of Harvard and the University 
of Yale among other centers of research, not only sus- 
tain these facts but also reproduce their testimonial 
evidence. 

In his three previous voyages, Columbus had dis- 
covered only scattered islands. In its fourth and lasi 
voyage, Columbus discovered the first Continental land, 
which for that reason he called firm land, the Isthmus 
of Panama. Thus the Isthmus became not only the 
first bisophric seat in Continental America: it also he 
came the first settlement of the Spanish Crown. Since 
that day all expeditions for the conquest of North 
America, of Central America and of South America 
started from Panama. 

It was from Panama that Balboa discovered the 
Pacific Ocean. It was from Panama that Pizarro depart. 
ed for the conquest of Peru. It was from Panama that 
Cortez set forth to conquer Mexico. Indeed, for a bricf 
span in the beginning of the XVI century, the Spanish 
Governnent in Panama handled ALL MATTERS per- 
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taining to the Crown, from the <@... border of 
Mexico to the southernmost tip of South America 


TWO FACTS IN OUR GEOGRAPHY 


Two geographical facts should be pointed out. Since 
Columbus landing in the Isthmus to this very day, no 
land communications have been available from Panama 
to Colombia (Bast) or from Panama to Costa Rica 
(West). The northern and the southern coasts of Pana- 
ma border respectively with the Atlantic and with the 
Pacific oceans. Thus the mountain ranges that limit 
the Isthmus East and West and the seas which fringe 
its North and South boundaries, made of Panama a well- 
defined country by itself, as a good look at any good 
map will show. 

EARLY HISTORY 


Soon historical developments gave its Spanish 
population, geographically isolated as it was, a definite 
outlook. After three hectic centuries of struggle, the 
outlook became a national conviction. From the very 
first years since the early settlement, Panama had to 


fight without pause a foreign foe: the so called buc-- 


caneers or pirates. From the very first years, Panama 
had to send reinforcements to other Spanish colonies 
similarly besieged: to Costa Rica‘to the West or to 
Peru to the South. Thus from the very first years, the 
Panamanian Spanish population acquired a sense of in- 
dependence and a sense of solidarity with other Spanish 
nations-in-the-making. : 

Family ties and language characteristics show to 
this date, however, that for three hundred years Pana- 
ma was intimately close with present-day Ecuador and 
with present-day Peru, following the sea-lanes. Indeed 
for two centuries and half, the Spanish authorities in 
Panama were under the Viceroy of Lima. Only with 
the declining power of Spain, that is from 1750 onwards, 
was the Isthmus under the nominal authority of the 
Viceroy of Bogota, which welded little if any power. 
The connection was altogether artificial: from Panama 
the city of Bogota could be reached only through a long 
and hazardous route, that was made up of travels by 
sea, by land and by river. Those circumstances, under 
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the weakening » of the Spanish Crown, lasted J 
70 years only. : 


PANAMA’S INDEPENDENCE 


Panama is an independent and sovereign State 
since November 28th 1821. On that date, in fact, the 
Panamanian people, without assistance from anyone, 
declared themselves independent from the Spanish 
Crown and gave themselves a federal regime. The 
historical document is well known. Because at the 
time a great Venezuelan leader, Simon Bolivar, endea- 
voured to constitute a great Confederation of Latin 
American States, which he, in deference to Columbus, 
chose to call COLOMBIA, the people of Panama, true 
to their traditions and fee'ings, supported wholeheart- 
edly Bolivar’s design. At that time, present-day 
Colombia was known as NUEVA GRANADA (Nouvelle 
Grenade). ; 

Bolivar’s death a few years later (1830) made the 
Confederation inoperative. Since 1830 each one of its 
constituent States — Bolivia, Ecuador, Nueva Granada, 
Panama, Pert, Venezuela — had followed their separate 

aths. Little Panama was engaged immediatcly in 
fighting off Nueva Granada’s attempt to subdue it. 
According to Panamanian historians, as remarked by 
Dr. Ricardo J. Alfaro, secession attempts occurred in 
1830, 1831, 1840 and 1861, besides other dates, when 
about 1868 Nueva Granada changed its name for that 
of Colombia. 

Most of the Panamanian attempts to disengage them- 
selves from Bogota were short-lived. Many }:1d a cha- 
racteristic mixture of internal troubles, proper of the 
times in South America. Some lasted long enough for 
the xsthmus to be recognized by Bogota as a Sovercign 
State, though federated. In fact, Panama elected then 
its own President and either minted or printed its own 
money. Sooner or later, however, Bogoté took the 
upper hand and Panamanians kept on their struggle. 


THE TRANSISTHMIAN RAILROAD 


Bogota granted some American businessmen a 
concession to build a 00-mile railroad across the Isth- 
mus. In the course of 8 to 10 years, it was completed. 
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At a cost of 8.000.000 dollars, it was inaugurated on 
January 28th 1855, when the gold fever was rampant 
in North Ameriea. Ten years later the Transithmian 
Railroad had netted its owners 11.339.662.78 dollars. For 
this concession and for the exemption of Cutoms duties 
and other taxes, the Railroad Company paid the Gov- 
ernment an annuity of 250.0C0 dollars in gold. When 
the XX. century began, the Railroad Company had been 
purchased by the New French Canal Company, which 
paid for it 18.653.000 gold dollars. It was also Bogota 
not Panama, that gave the United States of America 
treaty rights to land troops in the Isthmus of Panama 
“to maintain order.” It was also Bogota, not Panama, 
that granted two French Companies the concession to 
open an interoceanic canal across the Isthmus. Such 
developments, added to the theocratic government of 
Bogota, which bled the Isthmus, kept Panama in 
turmoil. Thus in 70 years, they carried out many at- 
tempts io break away from the federated status. 


THE REPUBLICAN REGIME 

European travelers have recorded time and again 
the ferocious nature of the Panamanian uprisings. By 
using the railroad facilities to transport troops from 
Cartagena to Panama; by proning Washington to pro- 
tect “American” property, Bogota — historians write 
— had succeeded in quenching every rebellion. 
When the Canal treaty, signed in Washington at 
the beginning of the XX century, was rejected 
by Bogota, Panamanian patriots approached Ameri- 
can authorities in the Isthmus and offered to ne- 
gotiate a Canal Treaty, provided the United States 
Army did not assist Colombia in suffocating the 
as a Sovereign State, gave itself the republican form of 
next uprising. When on November 3rd 1903 Panama, 
government. the United States Army refused to allow 
the Colombian troops, which had reached the Atlantic 
coast by ship, to reach the capital city of the State of 
Panama by train. The Colombian Government had no 
other means. The episode has been used to conclude 
that Panama is a creation of the United States of 
America, History records hardly a case of political in- 
dependence without some degree of assistance from an- 
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other ae independence of the 13 No: >d 
American Colonies was consolidated only through the 
assistance of two European nations, the Kingdom ol 
Spain and the Kingdom of France, where Benjamin 
Franklin acted as a queer sort of Ambassador. The 
independence of the South American colonies was ac- 
complished during the Napoleonic wars because Great 
Britain gave a helping hand. There is not an ounce of 
truth, therefore, in the statement that Panama is a 
nation created by the United States of America. There 
is not an ounce of truth, either. in the statement that 
today the Republic of Panama is at odds with the 
Republic of Colombia. 


THE SO-CALLED 1903 CANAL TREATY 


The 1903 Canal Treaty was signed in Washington 
against the well-known will of the Government of Pana- 
ma. The person who signed it in behalf of the Republic 
of Panama had no power to do so, as he himself admit» 
in his book. (Philippe Bunau Varilla. Panama. Paris) 
He even warned of the fact the Secretary of State John 
Hay. Both Philippe Bunau Varilla and John Hay well 
knew that Panama had sent three representatives by 
ship to New York with full instructions and powers. 
They well. knew that having disembarked in New York, 
the three Panamanian representatives were on their 
way to Washington by train that very evening. For 
this reason, the Secretary of State John Hay. and the 
so-called Minister of Panama Philippe Bunau Varilla. 
made up their minds to face the Panamanian represent- 
atives with a fait accompli. Before their arrival by 
train that very evening, thercfore, the Secretary of 
State signed the 1903 Isthmian Canal Convention, not 
during office hours but after office hours; not in his 
office, the Department of State, but in the drawing- 
room of his private residence ; not with a Panamanian 
citizen but with a French citizen, that happened to be 
the main stockholder of the French Canal Company, 
declared legally bankrupt, committed to peddle both his 


. stock and his Company’s stock to the United States Gov- 


ernment. The Treaty was signed in open and defiant 
violation of the known will of the Government of Pana- 
ma. Legislatively, the 1903 Convention has never been 
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- ratified by Panama. 
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THE CANAL anwur® 


Those two gentlemen, Mr. John Hay and Mr. 
Philippe Bunau Varilla, while “negotiating” the treaty 
between themselves, agreed to pass over to Panama only 
the 250.000 dollars yearly payment that the Transisth- 
mian RAILROAD Company, also INCLUDED in the 
deal, had been regularly making to the Government 
since the year 1855 or so. Thus the Secretary of State 
and the French stockholder decided, then and there, 
that the Panama Canal Zone and the Panama Canal 
rights would be handed over to the United States Gov- 
ernment as an entirely free gift. This condition prevails 
to this very day. In 1936 Panama succeeded only in 
compelling the State Department to agree that 250.000 
dollars in gold were equivalent to 430.000 devaluated 


dollars, following the world crisis of 1929-19382. The . 


U.S. official version that the annuity has been increased 
to 7.930.000 dollars, as recently stated by the American 
Embassy in Cairo, is a gross misrepresentation. Begin- 
ning in 1956, Washington has nominally increased the 
annuity by 1.500.000 dollars; but since Panama has 
been compelled to reduce by 75 per cent the duties 
levied on whisky and liqueurs and simultaneously the 
shipping rates to Panama have been substantially in- 
creased, Panama has heen left with an actual reduction 
of the 430.000 annuity in devaluated dollars. (Report 
of the Minister of Foreign Affairs to the National As- 
sembly. Page 209. Panama, october ist 1963. Nation- 
al Press, Panama). From Canal tolls and from the en- 
tire exploitation of the Panama Canal Zone, Panama 
derives, up to this day, not a single cent. 


THE JURIDICAL POSITION 


The two negotiators did not realize, however, 
that their very phrasing of the bilateral instrument 
could not altogether delete the fundamental truth nor 
the fundamental rights of Panama. Consequently, 
they appear through the text. As early as 1904, an ex- 
cellent study, published in the Revue de Droit Inter- 
national under the direction of Professor Lapradelle of 
Paris, authoritatively concluded that Panama was by no 
means a tutored State but a guaranteed State, such as 
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was cither peg or Switzerland at different times 
By the diplomatic Note No. 6 of August Ilth 1904, sign- 
ed by Mr. J. D. de Obaldia, as Panamanian-born Minister 
to Washington, the Government of Panama, in a strong- 
ly-worded style, rejected the American misinterprct- 
ations of the treaty. Panama has been firm on those 
points ever since. Less than 20 years later, another 
Panamanian Minister to Washington, Mr. Narciso 
Garay, went to the extreme reaction of resigning his 
post, after delivering a vehement warning to the Statc 
Department, rather than submit to what he contemp- 
tuously branded as a stabbing. During the Inter- 
american Conference held in Havana, which resulted 
in the approval of the so-called Bustamante Code, the 
United States delegation declined to accept the princi- 
ple of compulsory arbitration. The United States Con- 
gressional Record carries to this day the explanation 
given to the U.S. Senate by Senator Borah, who feared 
that Panama might some day take the United States 
Government to an Arbitrary Tribunal. In 1927 the 
National Assembly of Panama refused to ratify a pro- 
posed new treaty. Upon the celebration of the 1936 
treaty, President Harmodio Arias declared that, although 
it did show some progress, it was by no means satisfact- 
ory. Again in 1948 the National Assembly, upon sing- 
ing the. National Anthem, unanimously refused to ratify 
another treaty, intended to maintain for 20 years more 
the occupation of some additional land, disguised as 
military bases, under the pretext of a world emerg- 
ency that, it was held, would last 999 years. 
In between those dates and _ consistently ever 
since, Panama has denounced the American occupation 
of the Panama Canal Zone or Washington’s interpret- 
ation of the conventions in force or amy other U‘S. 
colonialist policies. For, as Dr. Ricardo J. Alfaro, now 
the Vice-president of the International Court of Justice, 
has forcibly stated: the United States do not have the 
Panama Canal Zone by a right of conquest. The 
Republic of Panama has not sold the Panama Canal 
Zone nor leased it nor has it rented it, mor has it given 
it away. The Republic of Panama has merely granted 
the United States the use and has subjected its use to a 
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C. limiting condition: the perrerne Oy sanitation, oper- 


ation and protection of the Panama Canal. 
ECONOMIC FACTS AND FIGURES 


Washington clings to the thesis that the 1903 Con- 
vention gives the United States rights that are eternal. 
Indeed, John Hay and Philippe Bunau Varilla wrote 
that the Canal concession, though limited, was 
to be at perpetuity. As a general principle the United 
States Senate holds, however, that all international 
treaties to which the United States of America is a 


party, are subject to the clause rebus sic stantibus. If p 


treaties at perpetuity had any juridical or eternal value, 
Caesar’s Rome would be, to this date, the Sovereign 
of Switzerland and France. For 60 years the United 
States has been thrashing Panama with merciless viol- 
ence: economie violence, political violence, military 
violence. Since 1904 the American Government have 
installed themselves within the Panama Canal Zone 
under the pretense of ownership or sovereignity. They 
exploit not only the Panama Canal, they exploit also the 
Panama Canal Zone commercially. They sell French 
perfumes. They ‘sell German cameras. They sell 
Persian rugs. They ,sell Scotch whiskies. Panama 
finds it difficult to reconcile all these activities with 
the limited powers granted for the construction, sanit- 
ation, operation and protection of.the Panama Canal. As 
a manufacturer, the U.S. Government also produces ice 
and ice cream as a private monopoly. The Governm- 
ent change into a shipchandler and supply 30 ships a 
day as an average. They also granted Consular exe- 
quatur; and they still marry loving couples; decree 
divorces ; register, as a Notary, any business or per- 
sonal transaction. Within the Panama Canal Zone, the 
U.S., Government practice one of the worse forms of 
racial segregation, with or without regards to their own 
Supreme Court of Justice. Black or brown Pana- 
manians are not allowed to this date, within the Panama 
Canal Zone, to mix with their superior or their white 
population. Schools, restaurants, theatres, even Post 
Offices are rigorously segregated. Such policies impose, 
in addition, a double set of concurrent expenses. In 
defiant violation of the Interi..‘ional Labour Organiz- 
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ation, for re oe the U.S. Government have so 
to extend to Panamanians, through devices similar to 
gerrymandering in Mississipi, the honest principle of 
equal payment for equal work. These are facts. The 
State Department is adept at mystifying them. 
Washington claims, of course, that the Panama 
Canal leaves no profits to share with Panama, des- 
pite the treaty’s wording. The advantages drawn by 
the United States of America from the Panama Canal, 
for its industrial developinent, for its world-wide hege- 
mony, for its foreing trade, for its national defense and 
for its military might and international prestige, have 
been consistently left out of their pathetic bookkeeping. 
Yet, for all its miniature accounting, Washington must 
also forget a number of fantastic facts. A distinct effort 
1s continually made to omit them, to disguise them or 
to distort them. The operation of a sea-level canal is 
manifestly cheaper than the operation of a sea-lock 
canal, particularly when its personnel enjoys privileges 
that are indulged in nowhere else in the world. While 
the Suez canal tolls were originally set at 2.50 dollars 
a ton, to be gradually decreased until today they are at 
0.975 dollars a ton without partiality, Panama Canal 
tolls were set from the beginning, in 1914, at 0.90 dol- 
lars a ton and have been kept at that figure ever since. 
While the price of other commodities or services has 
considerably augmented in the American Continent, the 
Panama Canal tolls have remained stationary because 
they subsidize American shipping. In fact, the rate 
implies today a 75 per cent reduction, if we consider 
only the sheer monetary devaluation of the U. S. dollar. 
Washington furthermore conceals the fact that im 
figuring the capacity of a ship, Suez’ methods and Pana- 
ma’s methods are at a baffling variance. While Lloyd’s 
and Suez figure the capacity of the American ship SS 
Matsonia, for instance, at 18.352 tons, the Panama Canal 
Administration complacently figures it at merely 12.800 
tons, nearly a 50 per cent difference. Thus, when the 
SS Matsonia, of American registry, crosses the Suez 
Canal, her tolls amount to 17.939.00 dollars. When 
she transits the Panama Canal she pays, because of her 
tonnage shrinkage and her lowered tolls, only 11.601.00 
dollars. Actually, therefore, the Panama Canal Admin- 
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A tion, al the expenses of the Repuj& : of Panama, 
oifers her a 54.6 per cent rebate. Da ter day dur- 
ing no less than 50 years, American vested interests, 
which are responsible for 60 per cent of the Panama 
Canal transit today, have thus benefitted in disregard 
of Justice and in disregard of Panama. The following 
table gives additional statistical data, which shall be 
presently explained 
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At first dels one might lightly conclude thd 
Panama Canal tolls are purposely kept at a 50 per cent 
reduction off Suez Canal revenues. Actually, the sub- 
vention, extracted from the people of Panama in favour 
of the United States economy, is far heavier. It will 
be observed that in the table only the transit of a very 
light warship was recorded. Results would be quite dif- 
ferent if instead of a light cruiser, the transit of an air- 
plane carrier was exemplified. Yet the huge U.S. navy 
transits the Canal. Actually, the U.S. Army owns more 
ships, although not more battleships, than the US. 
Navy. U.S. Army ships also use constantly the Panama 
Canal. It was only since 1951 that the United States 
Government began crediting the Panama Canal with 
tolls for their men-of-war, at a reduced rate of 0.50 dol- 
lars per ton. For 36 consecutive years, the U.S. Navy 
warships and the U.S. Army vessels which crossed 
the Canal daily, have paid no tolls whatsoever. 
During the last war, the U.S. Government saved at 
least 58.235.791.00 in Panama Canal tolls. This 
figure amounts to a 20 per cent amortization in four 
years of the over-all Panama Canal investment, which 
U.S. official statistics set at°379 million dollars, because 
Wastside-Westside Panama Canal warship crossings 
are not taken into consideration here. The methods of 
calculating shipping tonnage and the Panama Canal 
low tolls have been conceived, therefore, as a disguised 
subvention of American foreign trade, of American ship- 
ping, of American industry and of U.S. fiscal interests 
at the expense of the Republic of Panama. As confirm- 
ed by the 1962 figures, which are ‘the latest available, 
the Panama Canal revenues are used to cover not only 
the world’s mot extravagant expenses for public ad- 
ministration, but for the recreation, comfort, home ser- 
vices, rentals, education, health facilities and even 
voyages of the American personne] stationed within the 
Panama Canal Zone. Even so they provided in 1962 
not less than 9.539.769.00 dollars for “amortization” 
(still going strong after 50 years) plus a tidy net profit 
of 7.345.986.00 dollars which, according to U.S. official 
figures, were credited to the U.S. Treasury. This 
goes on despite the spirit and the letter of “bilateral” 
treaties. This goes on despite the ominous fact, re- 
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Qauy emphasized by one of the unit Nations special- 
ized Agencies, that alongside the Panama Canal there 
lives a legitimate sovereign and owner of the land, the 
Panamanian people, that, is 50 per cent either under- 
nourrished or downright hungry. 


NEUTRALIZATION OF THE PANAMA CANAL 


In regards to the area of the Panama Canal Zone, 
two facts stand out: a) after 60 years of ceaseless de 
velopments, over 55 per cent of it has not been utiliz- 
ed; b) military, naval and air force establishments oc- 
cupy 37 per cent of its surface. These are the official 
United States figures issued in 1962. Including all 
technical intallations, administrative quarters for the 
Canal, and living, recreational, sanitary and sport facil- 
ities for the entire personnel basking within the Pana- 
ma Canal Zone, the operation of the Panama Canal 
requires only 3.51 per cent of the area. Marshes make 
up an additional 4.07 per cent. If the unusued land 
is left out, not 37 per cent but over 60 per cent of 
the Panama Canal Zone is devoted to military installa- 
tions. The Panama Canal Zone has, therefore, what 
is currently known as a high war potential. By the 
Hay-Pauncefote treaty of 1901, however, the United 
States of America bound themselves to maintain along 
the Panama Canal a limited police force only. More- 
over, they bound themselves to abide by all other con- 
ditions imposed by the Constantinople convention to the 
States that signed it. In the 1903 Isthmian Canal 
Convention extracted from Panama, Washington secur- 
ed, only from the Republic of Panama, the acknow- 
ledgment that the Panama Canal Zone can be used by 
the Armed Forces of the United States, excluding the 
Air Force (unknown at the time), for the defense of the 
Canal, and for the protection of its installations as well 
as for the protection of the ships in transit. The U.S. 
Government has recently claimed that their forces with- 
in the Panama Canal Zone are only police forces. The 
statement can he readily accepted, if it is accepted that 
the most modern submarines, the most modern warpla- 


nes, the most modern rockets with atomic war-heads 


constitute a police force. ? ; 
The neutralization of the Panama Canal is vital 
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for the well being of the Republic of Panama. The 
bombing, occupation, destruction or ultimate demolition 
of the Panama Canal Zone means, for the United States 
of America, nothing more tragic than the loss of a milit- 
ary stronghold. Such eventual developments spell a 
national catastrophe for Panama. They would be 
brought about, moreover, by a foreign policy that is 
not the freely chosen international policy of Panama. 
However, the United States of America and the Repu- 
blic of Panama are both subject to the United Nations 
Charter, which provides in its Article 103: 

“In the event of a conflict between the obligations 
of the Members of the United Nations under the pres- 
ent Charter and their obligations under any other inter- 
national law, that a later agreement between the parties 
Charter shall prevail.” 


In regards to the 1903 Isthmian Canal Convention, 
Article 103 applies the established principle of inter- 
national law, that a later agreement between the parties 
supersedes an earlier agreement. It is to be noted, 
however, that the Charter itself does not provide for 
the automatic abrogation of obligations inconsistent with 
its terms. The rule becomes operative only when a 
conflict arises. This point has been definitely establish- 
ed in the Report of the United Nations Legal Commit- 
tee (IV-2, Doc. 933 and IV-2-42, Doc. XIII, pag. 703). 
Therefore it is compulsory for Panama _ to advise the 
United Nations Organization that a conflict has arisen. 
The Government of the United States of America cn- 
deavours to confuse the issue by meekly declaring that 
they will not “negotiate” under the pressure and the 
duress that the little Republic of Panama “imposes” on 
the first world power. 


Because the neutralization of the Panama Canal Zcne 
is a question that interests many other nations, a grow- 
ing number of Panamanians feel that within the frame- 
work of the United Nations Organization, both the in- 
ternationalization ind the nationalization of the Pana- 
ma ‘Canal are issues that should be discussed at once, 
not only in the interests Panama but also in the interests 
of international peace. There is, however, another cur- 
rent of thought, which grows stronger every day. It 
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Ours be carefully considered, becau expresses the 
will of Panama’s younger generations, which hold in 
their hands the key of Panama’s political future. This 
current of thought calls for the sweeping nationalization 
of the Panama Canal without further ado. 

A number of United States personalities rally more 
and more to the internationalization scheme. Despite 
later denials by the Department of State, during the 
Potsdam conference of 1942 Mr. Harry S. Truman 
argued during two solid days in favor of the interna- 
tionalization of the main world waterways: the Panama 
Canal. the Suez Canal, the Kiel Canal. the Rhein- 
Danube rivers and the Dardanelles. In view of recent 
developments, the U.S. Senator from Oregon, Democrat 
J. Wayne Morse, asks for the limited internationalization 
of the Panama Canal, under the responsibility of all the 
American nations, without mentioning Cuba. 


THE STATE DEPARTMENT'S DILATORY TACTICS 


_ In_ negotiations, Mr. Thomas Mann, recently ap- 
pointed by President Lyndon B. Johnson as Assistant 
Secretary of State for Latin American affairs, likes the 
Napoleonic manners, described as la maniére forte by 
the Parisian newspaper Le’ Monde of January 11th 
1964. Once again la maniére forte has wounded and 
killed a great number of young Panamanian students in 
their own land, for no blacker crime than the hoisting of 
their flag, as had been previously agreed in a bilateral 
document. Once again, la maniére forte has killed too 
many Panamanians, who carried no weapons, mostly 
youngsters who were mowed down in the streets of their 
own Capital. American bullets opened furious holes in 
the very street-doors of the Legislative Palace of the 
Republic of Panama. Yet when the President of Pana- 
ma asks for assurances that the 1903 Canal Treaty will 
be definitely Yevised, the State -Department blandly 
answers that it will not negotiate “under duress.” 

At the same time it instructs American Embassies 
over the world, under the impression that the world 
will be persuaded, to issue and to distribute confusing 
news stories, that list the imaginary benefits that Pana- 
manians derive from the present situation j;and mar- 
shalls false figures such as an utopian 7.930.000.00 
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dollars Canal re ae and piously declares that i 
principle (not its application) of equal pay for equal 
work has been “established” within the Panama Canal 
since 1936. Because of the periodical recurrence of- 
these shootings, there might be a tendency for the 
Americans to think of themselves as ancient Spartans 
and to think of Panamanians as modern hilots, to be 
hunted for their pleasure. Every week, every day, 
there is a real danger of similar “incidents,” for which 
the American authorities bear full responsibility and 
on which the Department of State plays for time. 

Even so the learned apostle of Texan violence does 
not relent. The international press has made it known 
that, in his report, Mr. Thomas Mann exalts the 
American horrors, concluding that the U.S. Army troops 
in Panama “bchaved admirably under extreme provoc- 
ation.” Thus, one of the world-worst forms of colonial- 
ism is fully endorsed. It deserves Texan medals ; and 
if not Texan medals, then Texan applause. It is ex- 
tolled. It should go on. That, in the later half of 
the XX century, is the irrevocable decision of those 
who, having riches and armaments on their side, are 
democrats 4 la maniére forte. 

But the U.S. made bayonets, that charged on; the 
U.S. made machineguns and shrapnel that behind bar- 
nian youngsters, far from intimidating the Panamanian 
ricades have coldly mowed down so many Panama- 
people, have also firmly resolved us all to fight on, so 
that their deaths might not be in vain. The United 
States of Ainerica, with clogged Panamanian blood in 
their hands, stand today convicted before a world 
aghast; but the rantling agony of our revered dead, 
the maddening suffering of our hundreds wounded, the 
climbing hatred of a unanimous Nation. express one 
will and one will only: the spotted flag of colonialism, 
which is the 1903 Canal treaty, has been hoisted down 
and in Panama shall not rise again. The United States 
of America shall get out of the Isthmus soon, peace- 
fully if possible, leaving another bloody trail behind. if 
not. 

THE WORLD SUPPORTS PANAMA 

Panama’s fate is not an “ideologica!’” matter, 
although ideological battlefields endeavour to make it 
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® Moscow newspapers have cispla banner head- 
ines in full solidarity with the PedpPle of Panama. 


although the Panama Government and the Russian 
Government have no diplomatic relations. The Chinese 
Premier, even though at present there are no diplo- 
matic relations between Panama and Peking. cabled 
the President of Panama the obliging solidarity of the 
Government and pcople of China, where monstruous 
demonstrations in support of Panama went on for four 
solid days. But the London press have also sedately 
warned Washington. And the French press, perhaps 
unforgetful, has decidedly taken Panama’s side, for Pa- 
nama and France, from the times of the first French 
Canal Company, have been cordial friends. Latin 
American Governments and peoples, including student 
unions, workers federations and political leaders of all 
parties, headed by the Republic of Argentine first. are 
committed to effective solidarity with their smallest 
nation, for she is the very craddle of Latin American 
Union since the Panama Congress of 1828. 


CONCLUSION 


The 1903 Isthmian Canal Convention must be 
entirely substituted with another convenant, to be dis- 
cussed and agreed on within the framework of the 
United Nations. That framework comprises, of course, 
specialized or regional entities. The operation of the 
Panama Canal may henceforth be a joint operation by 
Panama and the United States; it also may, through 
any other international arrangement, become an inter- 
national enterprise; but the ultimate object must be, 
within a specified and guaranteed period of time, the 
total reversion of the Panama Canal Zone and the Pana- 
ma Canal to their legitimate owner, the people of Pana- 
ma. Any Government in Panama that deviates from 
this line of thought cannot be recognized as a genuine 
representative of the nation. Any policy of any sort 
that deviates from this line of thought, is certain to 
foster internal violence, continuous unrest and inter- 
national complications. 


Miguel Amado Burgos, 
Ambassador of Panama 
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THEIR TRUTH IS ALSO A CASUALTY 


I 


It is time to clarify a number of fallacious 
statements, that have circled the globe with 
the marked intention of undermining Pa- 
namanian rights and claims. 


We offer the pages of our History, descrip- 
tive of the unsuccessful secession movements 
of 1830, 1831, 1840 and 1861, to those who 
have been misled into believing that the 
Republic of Panama was the creation of 
Theodore Roosevelt. We offer those pages to 
the intellectuals, to stress the essence of self- 
government in Panama, contained in the 
creation, in 1855, of the Sovereign State of 
Panama, and the Federal Constitution of 
Colombia, of 1863, which recognised the 
Isthmus of Panama as a Sovereign Fede- 
rated State. The irrevocable secession of 
Panama from Colombia, therefore, had pro- 
found roots in History, in Geography, in 
economy and in the popular attitude of the 
Panamanians. 


Sixty years have passed since the signing 
of the Panama Canal Treaty. Because our 
History teems with examples of reality, we 
have hurled our challenge to review the spi- 
rit, the word and the practice of Panama’s 
contractual relations with the United States 
of America; we are demanding an and to the 
primitive, unfounded misinterpretations of 
our History and our sovereignty, with their 
unfavourable projections on the Republic of 
Panama. 


II 


Notwithstanding Panama’s intention of 
signing a Canal Treaty on the same general 
basis as the “Herran-Hay” accord previously 
negotiated with Colombia by the United 
States, a confabulation organized in Wa- 
shington with the treasonous consent of 
Panama’s French negotiator, Philippe Bu- 
nau-Varilla, imposed upon us the Treaty of 
1903, an onerous injustice to which the 


Republic has been subjected since. From: 
this document, signed in Washington barely _ 
two hours before the arrival of the Pana- 
manian negotiators, we summarize the out- | 
growths of some of our grievances : 


A: Whereas the breadth of the Canal 


Zone had been accepted by Panama to be =: 


ten’ (10) kilometers, it was changed to ten ‘*: 
(10) miles, an increase of 60%. B: The ™: 
joint civil and criminal jurisdiction over the | 
Canal Zone was changed to exclusive United . 
States jurisdiction. C.: Panama was obliged - 
to sell or lease to the United States all lands : 
required for the establishment of naval or 
fueling stations on both oceans. 


Arrogating sovereign rights which are’ 
exclusively Panama’s, the United States, 
government has denied our country’s fiscal 
jurisdiction over the Canal Zone; it has en- 
gaged the Panama Canal Zone in com- 
mercial, lucrative activities, in open compe- 
tition with Panamanian commerce; it has 
persistently discriminated against Panaman- _ 
ian professionals and laborers that work in 
the Canal Zone. In general, Washington 
has unilaterally interpreted to its advantage 
every clause contained in the Treaty. 
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The first controversy over interpretation 
of the Treaty appeared in June, 1904— 
barely four months after ratification. Then 
the United States government issued an 
Executive Order declaring the Canal Zone 
open to world commerce; imposing in the 
Zone the U.S. protective tariff known as 
the “ Dingley Tariff”; declaring terminal 
ports of the canal the cities of Ancon and 
Cristobal, and establishing there customs and 
postal administrations. 


Panama’s expectations were shattered by 
that Executive Order. The concessions made 
for the “use, occupation and control” of the 
Canal Zone were thus unilaterally trans- 
formed into an absolute cession of territory, 


-* 


which created within the Panamanian: na- 
tion, a colony of the United States of Ame- 
rica. The “Dingley Tariff” would, among 
other things, prevent Panamanian products 
from deriving any benefits from the Canal 
Zone. Panama’s protests were contempt- 
ously rejected by U. S. Secretary of State 
Hay, and the dissention was implanted as 
a permanent source of friction between the 
two nations. 


President Theodore Roosevelt, declaring 
that the United States had “no intention” 
of establishing an independent colony within 
the Republic of Panama, revoked the Exec- 
utive Order of June, 1904. The Panama 
Canal Zone would only import goods destin- 
ed to be used for the canal operations and 
for the Canal Company personnel; the postal 
services would be rendered with special Pa- 
namanian stamps, which were to be sup- 
plied to Canal authorities at 40% of their 

‘nominal value; free import of goods, for sale 
to transiting vessels, would be restricted to 
coal and petroleum. These were accords 
signed and recorded as the “Taft Conven- 
tion”. 


IV 


Powerful economic interests in the United 
States, however, forced the unilateral repeal 
of the “Taft Convention”, in May, 1924. 
With this action, the United States mater- 
jalized an economic assault on Panama's 
rights and sovereignty. 


It is obvious that the Republic of Pana- 
ma has carried the burden of inequality 
since the 1903 Treaty was enacted. It is 
obvious, elso, that Panamanian resentment 
has been prompted by U. S. attitudes which 
do not conform to relations between free, 
friendly nations. 


During the past few years, the people of 
Panama have reacted violently against 
United States policy in the Canal Zone. 
Sixty long years of almost futile negotiations 
have exhausted the patience of the Nation. 
Generations have succeeded generations, un- 
der the dark auspices of this prolonged 
affront to our sovereignty. 
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The lack of understanding which has 
characterized U. S. policy toward Panama, 
stems from the American’s marked ignor- 
ance of our heritage, of our people and of 
the general Sprit of our nation. Not until 
the origin of the dissention is eradicated, and 
the abnormal status of the settler-like resi- 
dents of the Canal Zone is resolved, can 
there be peace or friendly relations between 
Panama and the United States of America. 
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COMMUNIQUE DE PRESSE No. 2 


L’Ambassade de Panama, & la suite des 
instructions précises regues du Gouverne- 
ment de Panama, tient & souligner, vis-a-vis 
de la campagne de déformation des faits en- 
treprise par des agences soi-disantes inter- 
nationales de presse, ce qui suit : 


1. Les déclarations attribudes & Ja Maison 
Blanche, au Département d’Etat et au 
Pentagone & Washington, accusant le 
peuple panamien, soit des lycéens, soit 
des adultes, de mettre en danger la ‘sé- 
curité du Canal interocéanique, d’em- 
pécher Ja libre navigation des mers, de 
détruire ou d’endommager des installa- 
tions militaires et des immeubles de 
n’importe quelle nature dans la Zone 
du Canal de Panama, n’ont aucun fon- 
dement dans les faits. 


2. Les troupes des Etats-Unis d’Amérique 
ne se sont bornées non plus a tirer sur 
les lycéens panamiens dans la Zone du 
Canal de Panama, ot ils étaient allés 
pour hisser le drapeau de la Patrie com- 
me prévu dans un accord bilatéral ré- 
cemment signe. Elles ont avancé et 
elles sont entrées dans le territoire sous 
la pleine souveraineté de la République 
de Panama. Elles y ont tué et blessé 
toutes ou presque toutes les victimes, 
sans armes, qu’on regrette jusqu’a pré- 
sent du cété panamien. 


3. Malgré ces actes de violence, qui n’ont 
aucune justification, il n’y a pas eu un 
seul ressortissant des Etats-Unis d’Amé- 
rique qui ait été tué, blessé ou simple- 
ment malmené dans tout le territoire 

soumis & la juridiction de la Républi- 
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revision of the treaty 


Panama had a pour case before 
the Security Council when she 
tlaimed aggression by the U.S. 
ind Mr Adias Stevenson, the chief 


5. delegate, argued in his 
buttal that Amencan forces 
nained within canal boundaries 
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que du Panama, ot! le Gouvernement 
maintient l’ordre et rétablit la paix. On 
est on droit de se demander si des alf- 
firmations contraires, tellement éloi- 
gnées des faits bien constatés, ne visent 
pas a semer la confusion, dans le but 
de justifier une nouvelle agression de 
n’importe quelle nature. 

4. Dw cété panamien il ne s’ag:t d’aucune 
motivation communiste, castriste ou fas- 
ciste. Depuis 1903 jusqu’a nos jours, 
le Gouvernement et le peuple de Pa- 
Nama ont subi, a plusieurs reprises, 
différents degrés de violence pour la 
plus élémentaire affirmation nationale. 
Le Panama se bat et se battra. Il ne 
demande que la solidarité morale des 
nations amies, 


5. Le Gouvernement de Panama a pris la 
décision de renouer ses relations di- 
plomatiques avec le Gouvernement des 
Etats-Unis d’Amérique quand il aura 
Yassurance d’une révision immédiate de 
toutes les conventions et de tous les 
traités en vigueur. 


Le Caire, le 14. janvier 1964. 
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LES TACTIQUES DILATOIRES 
DU DEPARTEMENT D'ETAT 


Encore une fois la maniére forse du Dé- 
partement d’Etat a fait partir les mitrail- 
leuses qui ont blessé plusieurs centaines de 
iycéens panamiens, dont le seul crime a été 
leur intention de hisser le drapeau de leur 
Patrie dans une école & Ja suite d’un accord 
international diment signé. Encore une 
fois la maniére forte du Département d’E- 
tat a appuyé sur la détente pour tuer un 
nombre excessif de Panamiens sans armes. 
balayés per les mitraillettes américaines dans 
les rues de Ja Capitale de Panama. Les bal- 
les américaines ont ouvert des trous sym- 
boliques dans la porte du rez-de-chaussée du 
Palais T.égislatif de Panama. Pourtant, 
quand le Président de Panama veut avoir 
Vassurance que le traité de 1903 sera sou- 
mis a une révision légitime, le Département 
d’Etat Jui répond doucement quil ne se sou- 
mettra pas a la direté. Cependant il ne se 
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géne guére pour ordonner aux Ambassades 
des Etats-Unis dans le monde entier de dé- 
clencher tout de suite une campagne de dé- 
formation et de confusion, dans l’espoir que 
le monde puisse y croire. C’est ainsi qu'il 
présente des chiffres si faux comme l’annui- 
té utopique de $ 7.930.000.00 et qu'il fait 
des déclarations si fausses comme celle-ci: 
depuis 1936 on a établi dans la Zone du Ca- 
nal de Panama le principe (pas l’applica- 
tion du principe) de la méme paie pour le 
méme travail. A cause du caractére pério- 
dique de leurs carnages, les Américains ima- 
ginent d’étre probablement, des Spartiens 
anciens, tandis que les panamiens devien- 
nent pour eux des hilots modernes, qu’on 
chasse a lvisir. Chaque semaine, chaque jour 
le danger est réel. Des épisodes semblables 
peuvent se reproduire, mais Ja responsabi- 
lité des antorités américaines est totale, tan- 
dis que le Département d’Etat cherche en- 
core & gapner du li 


M. Gonzalo Barrios, président du parti 
dominant au Vénézuela (Action Démocra- 
tique) a déclaré que la sanglante tragédie qui 
vient de se dérouler au Panama est la con- 
séquence de humiliation du peuple pana- 
mien, dont la souveraineté et la dignité ont 
été méconnues par le Gouvernement des 
Etats-Unis pendant un demi-siécle. 

L’Université Nationale du Mexique envo- 
ya des télégrammes au Gouvernement de 
Panama aussi bien qu’a l’Université Natio- 
nale de Fanama. Ces deux messages exal- 
tent le patriotisme des panamiens, tout en 
condamnant les Etats-Unis d’Amérique pour 
leurs méfaits criminels. Ils expriment les 
veeux les plus ardents pour l’immédiate li- 
berié de Panama et pour l’exemplaire pu- 
nition des autorités responsables, 
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The Chilean federation of University stu- 
dents issued a vigorous denounciation of the 
criminal infringement of Panama's sover- 
eignity by the United States troops. Strong 
support was also voiced by such political 
personalities as Mr. Salvador Allende, a 
senator: Mrs, Ana Eugenia Ugarte, a Con- 
gresswoman; Mr. Jonas Gomez, a senator 
for the Radical Party; Mr. Mario Hamuy, 
a Congressman of the Christian Democratic 
party, and many other public leaders. 


Se rh 
oa 
we 


School-age youngsters shot and killed by U.S. Army 
troops on the public streets of the capital city of 
Panama. 

Jeunes gens d'age scolaire tués et blessés par les sol- 
dats de VArmée des Etats-Unis dans leg rues publi- 
ques de la capitale de Panama. 


Numerous Impacts of shots fired by U.S. 
troops against the main door of thg Con- 
gress building of the Republic of Panama. 


Des nombreuses balles américaines crévent 
Ventrée du Palais Légisiatif de la 
République d> Panama. 


